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INITIAL STUDY 
 

City of Chico 
Environmental Coordination and Review 

 
ROUTE TO: 
 
[ X ] City of Chico – Building and Development Services Department 
[ X ] City of Chico – Parks Department  
[    ] State Clearinghouse (15 copies)                           
[ X ] All Trustee and Responsible Agencies 
[ X ] Butte County Planning 
[    ] Butte County Public Works 
[    ] LAFCo  
 
 
1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
 

A. Project Name: Little Chico Creek Bicycle Path (Project MAJGC/12058-300-4150)  
 
B. Project Location: The proposed project is located in T21N, R1E, Section 25, of 

the Chico Quadrangle, Butte County, CA, in the City’s Southwest Planning 
Quadrant, primarily within the boundaries of the East 20th Street Community Park 
and within the west side of Highway 99 Caltrans right-of-way. The proposed 
project extends a total of approximately 3100 linear feet. The bike path begins at 
the existing bike path north of Little Chico Creek and the Humboldt 
Avenue/Clover Street intersection and extends 475 feet south over Little Chico 
Creek along the west side of Highway 99 within the Caltrans right-of-way into the 
East 20th Street Community Park. Upon entering the park, the bike path parallels 
Highway 99 for approximately 775 feet along the eastern park boundary to the 
northern parking lot. The remaining portion of the bike path extends 425 feet 
west from the parking lot between the softball and soccer fields and continues 
1425 feet south along the western park boundary, ultimately terminating at the 
intersection of Cleveland Avenue/East 16thStreet/Guill Street and Chapman 
Elementary School (see Figure 1, Location Map).   

 
C. Type of Application(s): City of Chico Capital Project (Nexus)  
 
D. Assessor’s Parcel Number(s): Caltrans right-of-way, approximately 475 linear 

feet; East 20th Street Community Park: 005-530-001, 005-530-002, 005-530-
003, 005-530-004, and 005-540-029, approximately 2,625 linear feet. 

 
E. Current General Plan Designation: Parks 
 
F. Current City zoning: Project Site: OS-2 (Secondary Open Space) 

Adjacent Parcels: R1 (Low Density Residential), PQ (Public/Quasi Public Facilities) 
   

 
G. Environmental Setting:  An existing east/west Class I bicycle path extends 

from the Humboldt Avenue/Clover Street intersection, east under Highway 99 
and continues parallel between Humboldt Road and Little Chico Creek. For 
approximately 475 linear feet, the portion of the proposed project that crosses 
over Little Chico Creek and extends to the East 20th Street Community Park 
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boundary is located in the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 
right-of-way. The proposed bridge crossing is located in a riparian setting. This 
section of Little Chico Creek, along the northern and southern creek banks, has 
undergone bank stabilization associated with Highway 99 improvements and the 
existing bicycle path undercrossing. To the west are low density residential uses. 
Highway 99 forms the project’s north and eastern boundary.    

  
 Approximately 250 feet south of Little Chico Creek, the project alignment would 

would enter the boundaries of the East 20th Street Community Park, a public 
recreation facility equipped with softball and soccer fields, multi-purpose sports 
fields, picnic areas, playgrounds, tennis courts and gymnasium. Within the 
boundaries of the Park, portions of the proposed alignment include existing 
unpaved maintenance roads and unpaved and crushed gravel walking paths. 

 
 The bicycle corridor is predominantly flat. The northern end of the path runs 

perpendicular to Little Chico Creek. As expected, the elevations decrease into the 
Creek along the northern and southern channel boundaries.  

    
H. Project Description:  The project includes the following components: 
 
 The City plans to develop a Class I bicycle path between Little Chico Creek, 

through the East 20th Street Community Park to Chapman Elementary School. 
The bicycle path would extend from the existing Class I bicycle path (Photo 1) at 
the Humboldt Avenue/Clover Street intersection, over Little Chico Creek (Photo 
2) to the north end of the East 20th Street Community Park (Photo 3). Once the 
project enters the boundaries of the park, the bicycle path would be located along 
the eastern park boundary, parallel to Highway 99 (Photo 4), traveling to the 
northernmost parking lot (Photo 5). The proposed project would then follow an 
unpaved walking path between the softball and soccer fields toward the western 
park boundary (Photo 6). The proposed project would then continue south along 
an existing crushed gravel path to its terminus at Chapman Elementary School 
(Photos 7 and 8).  

 
 The proposed bicycle path would be constructed consistent with Caltrans 

standards, where applicable and City of Chico Municipal Code, Title 18R, Design 
Criteria. The Class I bicycle path would have a minimum right-of-way of 12-feet 
(8 feet paved and 2 feet of graded shoulder on each side). The proposed path 
would provide connectivity between the Chapmantown neighborhood and 
Humboldt Avenue to bicycle lanes on East 20th Street and Dr. Martin Luther King 
Junior Parkway (formerly Whitman Avenue) and the Midway bicycle path. In turn, 
the construction of this bicycle path would provide connectivity for the 
southwestern quadrant to bicycle facilities extending east from Highway 99 along 
Humboldt Road and traveling to Forest Avenue and Bruce Road. The proposed 
bicycle path would provide facilities separate from existing roads for non-
motorized use exclusively.  

 
 A clear-span bicycle/pedestrian bridge would cross Little Chico Creek, with 

improvements placed outside the ordinary high water mark. The proposed bicycle 
path would connect to the existing path/Highway 99 undercrossing on the north 
side of Little Chico Creek, loop around to the proposed clear-span bridge over 
Little Chico Creek and extend to the East 20th Street Community Park to the 
south. The clear-span bridge would be approximately 130 linear feet across and 
would be similar in appearance to other City bicycle/pedestrian bridges, such as 
the one crossing Big Chico Creek in Lower Bidwell Park near Manzanita Avenue 
(Photo 9). 
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The proposed Little Chico Creek Bicycle Path is intended to connect existing 
bicycle facilities and create safer conditions for cyclists, pedestrians, East 20th 
Street Community Park users, children accessing Chapman Elementary School, 
promote recreation and further develop and link bicycle facilities in the 
community. By connecting to existing bicycle paths, utilizing existing right-of-
ways, and locating the bicycle path within areas already developed for 
recreational use, the project is designed to minimize the potential for 
environmental impacts. The proposed project is consistent with the Land Use, 
Transportation, and Parks, Public Facilities & Services Elements of the City’s 
General Plan as well as the General Plan EIR and Master Environmental 
Assessment. The project is also consistent with the City’s Capital Improvement 
Program and Chico Urban Area Bicycle Plan. It will be implemented in a manner 
that is consistent with the City’s Best Practices Technical Manual and Municipal 
Code. The City intends to construct all facilities within one construction season.  

 
  The project is being funded by the Bicycle Transportation Account (BTA). The BTA 

provides State funds for city and county projects that improve safety and 
convenience for bicycle commuters. Competitive grant funding is awarded to 
eligible local agencies by the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 
on an annual basis. Eligible projects include new bikeways that serve major 
transportation corridors, secure bicycle parking, bicycle-carrying facilities on 
transit vehicles, installation of traffic control devices, planning, bikeway 
improvements, maintenance and hazard eliminations. 

 
I. City Standards and Conditions of Approval 
 
 The City shall ensure the project adheres to relevant conditions of approval 

required by City regulations, Standard Mitigation and Monitoring Programs 
identified in the City’s Best Practices Technical Manual and the project-specific 
mitigation measures, as set forth in this document. 

 
 Plans, specifications and/or construction contracts for the proposed project shall 

be consistent with relevant City regulations and standard conditions of approval. 
The following standards, regulations and conditions of approval are likely to apply 
to the proposed bicycle path: 
 
1) Chico Municipal Code 

A. Title 12: Parks and Playgrounds. This section includes provisions for 
properties designated as city parks and playgrounds including 
greenways adjoining Little Chico Creek. 

B. Title 16: Buildings and Construction.  This section includes Building, 
Grading, Floodplain and Tree Preservation Regulations. 

C. Title 16R: Building Standards.  This section adopts the standards of 
the Uniform Building Code (UBC) and the California Building Code 
(CBC). Projects must implement appropriate BMPs that shall 
“safeguard … life, health, property, safety … and environment.” 

D. Title 18R: Design Criteria and Improvement Standards. This section 
provides design criteria for “other public ways” including bicycle paths 
and pedestrian ways. 

E. Title 19: Land Use and Development. 
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2) Best Practices Technical Manual 
A. Implementation Guide for Project Review:  

• Requires compliance with Chico Municipal Code Chapter 1.4 
(Environmental Review Guidelines) 

B. Standard Mitigation and Monitoring Program for Air Quality:   
• Requires incorporation of pertinent BMPs during construction 

activities.  
C. Standard Mitigation and Monitoring Program for Raptor Habitat:  

• Requires compliance with the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act and 
state Fish and Game code protecting raptors. 

D. Standard Mitigation and Monitoring Program for Creekside Greenways: 
  
• Requires relevant management practices for projects proposed 

near creekside greenways identified in General Plan.  
E. Standard Mitigation and Monitoring Program for Oaks and Other 

Trees:  
• Regulations for potential impacts to City-owned trees, 

specifications for tree work and tree protection specifications.  
F. Standard Mitigation and Monitoring Program for Wetlands:  

• Standard includes adherence to all federal, state and regional 
requirements prior to project approval. 

G. Standard Mitigation and Monitoring Program for Cultural Resources:  
• Sets forth requirements for the protection of general, 

archaeological and historic cultural resources within the City. 
H. Standard Mitigation and Monitoring Program for Stormwater 

Management:  
• CASWP and NPDES from Regional Board (if applicable).  
• Standard Conditions: No net increase of volume/rate of runoff, 

long-term funding for all stormwater facilities and appropriate 
BMPs to intercept “first flush” contaminants from initial ½-inch of 
each rainfall event. 

• Municipal Code 16R.22: Grading plans and contracts shall include 
appropriate measures, including sediment control, BMPs, setbacks, 
runoff control, revegetation, slope stabilization, protection of 
watercourses and/or disposal of cleared material and fill.  

 
3) Storm Water Management Program  

In compliance with state and federal water quality regulations, the City 
has developed a Storm Water Management Program (SWAP).  The SWAP 
was developed in compliance with the Phase II NPDES permitting 
regulations established by the EPA in 1999.  The SWAP consists of six 
elements: Public Education/Outreach, Public Participation/Involvement, 
Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination, Construction Site Stormwater 
Runoff Control, Post-Construction Stormwater Management and Pollution 
Prevention/Good Housekeeping (Municipal Operations).  The proposed 
project shall adhere to relevant and practicable standards and regulations 
identified in the SWAP, including implementation of BMPs and 
development of a SWPPP.    
 

4) BMPs (Best Management Practices)  
Implemented, where practicable and relevant, include (but are not limited 
to): 

• Staging Areas: These areas will be located away from sensitive 
biological resources, habitat, water features, et cetera. 
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• Watering Construction Sites: To control fugitive dust emissions 
(which, otherwise, could impact air quality and biological 
resources). 

• Fenced/Cordoned-Off Areas of Biological Sensitivity: To ensure 
avoidance of intrusion in these areas. 

• Employee Education: To illuminate the importance of biological 
resources within the project area, appropriate avoidance measures 
and potential penalties for generating impacts to special-status 
biological resources. 

• Erosion, Siltation and/or Stormwater Measures: Shall ensure 
construction activity and long-term water quality protection.  

 
J. Public Agency Approvals: 

 
1) California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) Encroachment 

Permit 
Responsible Agency: The use of California State highways for other than 
normal transportation purposes may require written authorization from 
the Department of Transportation. As the responsible agency for 
protecting the public's investment in the State highway system, Caltrans 
reviews all requests to conduct various activities within the right of way. 
 

2) California Department of Fish and Game (DFG) 
Trustee Agency: DFG serves as a trustee agency to the fish and wildlife of 
the state, to designated rare or endangered native plants, ant to game 
refuges, ecological reserves, and other areas administered by the 
department. DFG is consulted by the CEQA lead agency when a project 
involves resources under the Department’s jurisdiction.  
 
Responsible Agency: The project would require acquisition of a Streambed 
Alteration Agreement or a waiver thereof (per Section §1600 of the 
California Fish and Game Code). Additionally, the project would require 
DFG consultation due to the presence of listed species per the California 
Endangered Species Act (CESA).  
 

3) Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 
 
Responsible Agency: The project would require a Construction Activity 
Storm Water Permit, with an approved Stormwater Pollution Prevention 
Plan (SWPPP), per Section §402 of the Clean Water Act. 
 

   4) Central Valley Flood Protection Board 
 

Responsible Agency: Approval by the Board is required for projects or 
uses which encroach into rivers, waterways, and floodways within and 
adjacent to federal and State authorized flood control projects and within 
designated floodways adopted by the Board. 
 

 K. Applicant:  City of Chico, Capital Project Services Department 
  411 Main Street, Chico, CA. 
 
L. Initiated By: City of Chico, Capital Project Services Department 
  411 Main Street, Chico, CA 
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 Contact:  Tracy Roemer Bettencourt, Senior Planner, Capital Project 
Services Department  

 
 Prepared By: Hanover Environmental Services, Inc. (Consultant) 
  Kamie Loeser, Senior Planner 
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Photo 1 – Existing Class I Bicycle Path undercrossing at Highway 99. 

 
 

 
Photo 2 – Area of proposed Little Chico Creek clear-span bridge 
crossing. 
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Photo 3 – Proposed bicycle path entrance into northern area of East 
20th Street Community Park. 

 

 
Photo 4 – Proposed bicycle path along 
western park boundary, parallel to Highway 
99 (looking north from parking lot). 

 
Photo 5 – Proposed bicycle path to extend to 
northern parking lot. 
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Photo 6 – Existing unpaved path between 
softball and soccer fields. 

 

Photo 7 – Existing crushed gravel path along 
western park boundary. 

 

Photo 8 – Terminus of proposed bicycle path 
at Chapman Elementary School (background). 
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Photo 9 – Example design of clear-span bridge; located in Lower 
Bidwell Park near Manzanita Avenue. 
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2. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 
 
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at 
least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the 
following pages. 
 

[  ] Aesthetics [  ] Hazards /Hazardous Materials [  ] Public Services 

[X] Air Quality  [X] Hydrology/ Water Quality  [  ] Population/ Housing 

[X] Biological Resources  [  ] Land Use and Planning  [  ] Transportation/Circulation 

[X] Cultural Resources  [  ] Noise  [  ] Utilities  

[  ] Geology /Soils  [  ] Open Space/Recreation       

  
 
3. PLANNING DIRECTOR DETERMINATION:  
 
On the basis of this initial evaluation: 
 
[   ] I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, 

and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 
 
[X] I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, 

there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been 
made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will 
be prepared. 

 
[   ] I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 
 
[   ] I find that the proposed project MAY have a  potentially significant  impact or have a 

potentially significant impact unless mitigated, but at least one  effect has been adequately 
analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and  has been 
addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached 
sheets.  An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the 
effects that remain to be addressed. 

 
[   ] I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, 

there WILL NOT be a significant effect in this case because all potentially significant effects 
have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to 
applicable standards and have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR  or 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION  including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed 
upon the proposed project.  No further study is required. 

 
 
________________________________  ___________________________ 
Signature      Date 
 
 
________________________________  For Stephen Peterson, Planning Director 
Printed Name      
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4. EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 
 

• Responses to the following questions and related discussion indicate if the proposed 
project will have or potentially have a significant adverse impact on the environment. 
 

• A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are 
adequately supported by the information sources cited in the parentheses following 
each question.  A “No Impact’ answer is adequately supported if the referenced 
information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one 
involved (e.g. the project falls outside a fault rupture zone).  A “No Impact” answer 
should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general 
standards (e.g. the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants based on a 
project-specific screening analysis. 
 

• All answers must take account of the whole action involved , including off-site as well as 
on-site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction 
as well as operation impacts. 
 

• Once it has been determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the 
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than 
significant with mitigation, or less than significant.  “Potentially Significant Impact” is 
appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant.  If there is 
at least one “Potentially Significant Impact” entry when the determination is made an 
EIR is required. 
 

• Negative Declaration: “Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated” applies when 
the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially 
Significant Impact” to a “Less than Significant Impact.” The initial study will describe the 
mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than 
significant level (mitigation measures from Section 4, “Earlier Analysis,” may be cross-
referenced). 
 

• Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to tiering, a program EIR, or other CEQA 
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative 
declaration [Section 155063(c)(3)(D)].  Earlier analyses are discussed in Section 4 at 
the end of the checklist. 

 
• Initial studies may incorporate references to information sources for potential impacts 

(e.g. the general plan or zoning ordinances, etc.).  Reference to a previously prepared 
or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or 
pages where the statement is substantiated.  A source list attached, and other sources 
used or individuals contacted are cited in the discussion. 

 
• The explanation of each issue should identify: 

a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question: and 
b) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than 

significant. 
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A. Aesthetics:  Will the project or its related 

activities: 

 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 
 

No 
Impact 

 
1.     Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista, 

including scenic roadways as defined in the General 
Plan, or a Federal Wild and Scenic River (Big Chico 
Creek)? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
2.     Substantially damage scenic resources, including, 

but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and 
historic buildings within a state scenic highway? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
3.     Affect lands preserved under a scenic easement or 

contract? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
4.     Substantially degrade the existing visual character 

or quality of the site and its surroundings including 
the scenic quality of the foothills as addressed in 
the General Plan? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
5.     Create a new source of substantial light or glare 

which would adversely affect day or nighttime views 
in the area? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
DISCUSSION: 
 
A.1 – A.5: There are no designated scenic vistas or scenic highways in the proximity of the 
project. In addition, there are no prominent rock outcroppings, or historic buildings on the site or 
abutting the site that would be impacted by the proposed project. The project is a bicycle path and 
does not include the construction of vertical structures that could degrade the aesthetic qualities of 
the area (Little Chico Creek); therefore, visual changes would be minimal. The bridge crossing 
design would reflect other creek crossing corridors similar to those in the City’s parks. The 
proposed project would require the removal of one tree to the north of the existing bicycle path 
and Little Chico Creek. Minor trimming of existing trees and shrubs may occur for construction 
access and to maintain adequate vertical clearance for the bicycle path. However, this is not 
expected to degrade the visual character of the project corridor. The project will adhere to the 
City’s replanting requirements where applicable to mitigate potential impacts to trees within the 
project corridor. Potential impacts to riparian vegetation would also be required to adhere to DFG 
mitigation planting requirements per §1600 of the Fish and Game Code (refer to Section C, 
Biological Resources, of this document for further discussion).   
 
The bridge would be constructed according to City standards identified in Titles 12, 16, 18R and 19 
of the Municipal Code and the relevant Community Design goals of the General Plan.  
 
As the proposed project is a bicycle path, it would not introduce substantial light-generating 
facilities to the area. The project does propose to relocate an existing security lamp to allow the 
path to tie in to the existing bicycle path. However, this would not be considered a new source of 
light. As a whole, the proposed project would not introduce substantial light-generating facilities to 
the area.  In addition, the facilities would be designed pursuant to City standards identified in 
Chapter 19 of the Municipal Code (Land Use and Development).  Adherence to City lighting 
standards identified in 19.60.050 and 19.66 of the Municipal Code ensures less than significant 
potential effects generated by light-emitting facilities.  
 
The proposed project would not incorporate highly reflective materials or vertical facilities that 
could generate substantial glare.   
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As such, potential aesthetic impacts resulting from the proposed project would be less than 
significant. 
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
 
 
 
 
B. Air Quality:  Will the project or its related 

activities result in: 

 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

with Mitigation 
Incorporated 

 
 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 
 

No 
Impact 

 
1. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 

applicable air quality plans (e.g. Northern 
Sacramento Valley Air Basin 1994 Air Quality 
Attainment Plan, Chico Urban Area CO Attainment 
Plan, and Butte County Air Quality Management 
District Indirect Source Review Guidelines)? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
2. Violate any air quality standard or contribute 

substantially to an existing or projected air quality 
violation. 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
3.   Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase 

of any criteria pollutant for which the project region 
is non-attainment under an applicable federal or 
state ambient air quality standard (including 
releasing emissions which exceed quantitative 
thresholds for ozone precursors)? 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 
4.   Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 

concentrations? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
5.    Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial 

number of people? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Criteria Air Pollutants 
State and federal air emission standards have been established for six criteria pollutants: carbon 
monoxide (CO), Ozone (O3), particulate matter 10 microns or less (PM10) and 2.5 microns or less 
in diameter (PM2.5), oxides of nitrogen (NOX), sulfur dioxide (SOX) and Lead. Ozone is not directly 
emitted by sources. Rather it is the product of reactive organic compounds (ROG), NOX and 
atmospheric conditions. Therefore, ROG and NOX, which are most commonly generated by motor 
vehicle emissions, are considered O3 precursors. 
 
In the Sacramento Valley Air Basin (SVAB), the Butte County Air Quality Management District 
(BCAQMD) is responsible for administration of air quality standards and ensuring that emission 
standards and rules are not violated. Under the California Clean Air Act, Butte County has been 
designated a non-attainment area for two criteria pollutants, O3 and PM10 and PM2.5, based on state 
and/or federal standards. 
 
The BCAQMD has established action-level thresholds, labeled A, B and C to assist in evaluating the 
amount of mitigation a project must implement to successfully reduce potential air quality impacts 
from indirect sources. Level A represents the lowest emissions while Level C generates the most. 
According to the BCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook (BCAQMD, 2008), any project which has the 
potential to emit the Level A thresholds would be subject to Standard Mitigation Measures (SMM). 
SMM are recommended to reduce air quality impacts to a level of insignificance. Projects that are 
expected to exceed Level A thresholds must also implement all feasible best available mitigation 
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measures (BAMM) tailored to the type of project being proposed. These measures are intended to 
reduce ROG, NOX, and PM10 emissions before, during and after construction.  
 
B.1 – B.2: Since the proposed project would not create a source of new vehicle traffic, such as a 
new housing development or commercial use that would generate new vehicle trips to the local 
roadways, no long-term air quality impacts (ozone precursors, PM10) related to motor vehicle 
emissions would occur.  
 
The proposed project is expected to improve pedestrian and cycling conditions in the project area. 
These improved conditions would provide more direct access to Chapman Elementary School, East 
20th Street Community Park and the City’s bicycle network. Increased bicycle and pedestrian 
commutes within the project area would be expected to reduce the generation of criteria pollutants 
over pre-project conditions.  
 
Construction-related activities can create temporary increases in fugitive dust emissions within the 
immediate vicinity of the project site. Per General Plan Implementing Policy OS-I-8, the City 
requires the inclusion of dust suppression measures in all grading plans.  
 
The City’s General Plan EIR, in accordance with applicable regulations, sets forth mitigation 
measures that are intended to reduce fugitive dust generated by construction activities. Approval 
from the Building and Development Services Department and Capital Project Services Department 
is further contingent on adherence to any other appropriate guidelines at the local, state and 
federal levels, including the CBC as adopted by the Chico Municipal Code. 
 
Construction-related activities may also result in short-term exhaust emissions from the 
combustion of fuel during construction. However, General Plan Implementing Policy OS-I-9 
identifies measures intended to reduce construction-related exhaust emissions. 
 
Therefore, potential air quality impacts are expected to occur at levels considered less than 
significant. 
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
B.3: The proposed project would result in short-term pollutant emissions from excavation and by 
construction-related activities, such as ozone precursors and particulate matter and GHG carbon 
dioxide from fuel combustion.  Construction-related activities, such as grading and operation of 
construction vehicles, would create a temporary increase in fugitive dust emissions on the project 
site and within the immediate vicinity of the project site.  According to the BCAQMD, Butte County 
is classified as a “moderate” non-attainment area for ozone and particulate matter 10 microns in 
size or less (PM10).  Most of the dust generated would be large enough to quickly settle.  In 
addition, due to the limited amount of ground disturbance along the bike corridor, and because the 
majority of the proposed bike path would occur within areas that serve as maintenance access 
roads and pedestrian paths, the amount of grading necessary would be minimal.  The City General 
Plan contains implementing policies that encourage the inclusion of dust suppression measures 
(OS-I-8) and appropriate measures intended to reduce construction-related exhaust emissions 
(OS-I-9).  Grading policies are enforced through the City Municipal Code Grading Ordinance (MC 
16.22), which was adopted “to safeguard life, property and the environment from the hazards and 
effects of grading work performed within the city.”  The City’s Best Practices Technical Manual 
identifies the Standard Mitigation and Monitoring Program for projects that may generate air 
quality impacts through construction-related exhaust emissions. Construction of the proposed 
bicycle path could result in contributions of PM10 and ozone levels in a moderate non-attainment 
area.  To ensure adequate reduction of potential air quality impacts resulting from construction 
activities, the City will implement the following mitigation measure: 
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MITIGATION MEASURE B.1. (Air Quality): To minimize fugitive dust and exhaust emissions during 
construction activities, the following shall be included in all construction plans and documents for 
the project:  
 

a. Water all active construction areas at least twice daily. The frequency should be based on the 
type of operation, soil conditions, and wind exposure. 

b. If necessary, apply chemical soil stabilizers to inactive construction areas (disturbed areas 
that are unused for at least four consecutive days) to control dust emissions. Dust emissions 
should be controlled at the site for both active and inactive construction areas throughout the 
entire construction period (including holidays). 

c. Limit vehicle speeds to 15 mph on unpaved roads. 
d. Suspend land clearing, grading, earth moving, or excavation activities when wind speeds 

exceed 20 mph. 
e. If applicable, apply non-toxic binders (e.g. latex acrylic copolymer) to exposed areas after cut 

and fill operation and hydroseed the area. 
f. Cover inactive storage piles. 
g. Project applicant shall consult with the Butte County Quality Management District about the 

application of a paved (or dust palliative treated) apron onto the project site. 
h. Sweep or wash paved streets adjacent to the site where visible silt or mud deposits have 

accumulated due to construction activities. 
i. Post a publicly visible sign at the construction site with the name and telephone number of 

the person to contact regarding dust complaints. This person shall respond and take 
corrective action within 24 hours. The telephone number of the BCAQMD shall also be visible 
to ensure compliance with BCAQMD rules 201 and 207 (Nuisance and Fugitive Dust 
Emissions). 

j. Prior to final occupancy/use, the applicant shall demonstrate that all ground surfaces are 
treated sufficiently to minimize fugitive dust emissions. Fugitive dust emissions are 
considered dust clouds caused by wind, traffic, or other disturbances to exposed ground 
surfaces. 

k. Exhaust emissions shall be minimized by maintaining equipment in good repair and proper 
tune according to the manufacturer’s specifications. 

l. If construction activities occur during smog season (May-October), equipment will not be 
allowed to idle for long periods of time. 

 
The standard conditions listed above will be specified in applicable project plans and construction 
contract requirements.  The Building and Development Services Department and Capital Project 
Services Department shall regularly conduct inspections to verify compliance. 
 
In addition to the City’s Standard Mitigation and Monitoring Program, the project would be required 
to obtain a Construction Activity Storm Water Permit from the Central Valley Regional Water 
Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB), which would include site-specific, sediment transport and 
fugitive dust controls.  
 
The long-term operation of a bike path would serve to reduce vehicle-related air emissions through 
increased use of alternative transportation. Therefore, the potential for this project to result in a 
cumulatively considerable net increase of criteria pollutants for which the project region is in non-
attainment is less than significant. 
 
B.4: Children, elderly people, and acutely or chronically ill people are affected more intensely by 
elevated concentrations of air pollutants and as a result are considered “sensitive receptors.” 
Construction of the bike path would result in brief periods of elevated pollutant concentrations in 
proximity to recreational facilities at East 20th Street Community Park, the backyard of residences 
along Guill Street, and northwestern corner of Chapman Elementary School. Implementation of 
Mitigation Measure B.1 pertaining to emissions associated with fugitive dust and exhaust emissions 
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during construction activities would minimize the exposure of sensitive receptors to pollutant 
concentrations; air quality impacts would be maintained at a level that is less than significant.   
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
B.5: The project is not expected to create significant odors beyond the short-term odors associated 
with normal construction activities. Impacts would be less than significant.  
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
 
 
 
 
C. Biological Resources:  Will the project or its 

related activities result in: 

 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 
 

No 
Impact 

 
1.   Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or 

through habitat modifications, on any species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special 
status species as listed and mapped in the MEA or 
in other local or regional plans, policies, or 
regulations, or by the California Department of 
Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 
2.   Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian 

habitat or other sensitive natural community 
identified in the MEA or in other local or regional 
plans, policies, regulations or by the California 
Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and 
Wildlife Service. 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 
3.  Have a substantial adverse effect on federally 

protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of 
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, 
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct 
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other 
means? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
4.  Interfere substantially with the movement of any 

native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species 
or with established native resident or migratory 
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native 
wildlife nursery sites? 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 
5.  Result in the fragmentation of an existing wildlife 

habitat, such as blue oak woodland or riparian, and 
an increase in the amount of edge with adjacent 
habitats. 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
6.  Conflict with any local policies or ordinances, 

protecting biological resources? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
DISCUSSION:  
 
The City’s Master Environmental Assessment (MEA) provides a discussion of the various biotic 
communities within the City’s planning area. The portion of the proposed project within the 
boundaries of the East 20th Street Community Park is identified in the MEA as “park” (MEA Figure 
6-1), which is described as open space areas that are predominantly landscaped. According to the 
MEA: 
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Vegetation in these areas includes large expanses of turf with non-native tree species 
as well as landscaped areas, although some native trees have been successfully 
retained within the City’s parks. Because of the non-native cover and frequent human 
disturbance (noise and human intrusion), wildlife usage is low and includes those 
species which readily adapt to non-native vegetation and tolerate regular disturbance. 
Wildlife observed in park habitats include the northern mockingbird (Mimus 
polyglottos), American robin (Turdus migratorius), scrub jay (Aphelocoma 
coerulescens), European starling, American crow (Corvus brachyrhynchos), lesser 
goldfinch, gray squirrel, and California ground squirrel. Other wildlife that may occur in 
park habitats include the raccoon (Procyon lotor), opossum (Didelphys virginiana), 
Pacific treefrog (Hyla regilla), and western toad (Bufo boreas).  No special status 
species are associated with these habitats (MEA Figure 6-2); these areas provide only 
limited value as wildlife habitat.    

 
However, given that the proposed project crosses Little Chico Creek and the potential presence of 
special-status biological resources in the area of the creek, a Biological Resources Assessment 
(BRA) was prepared for the proposed project. The BRA was prepared by Hanover Environmental 
Services, Inc. (Hanover) in May, 2008.  
 
During preparation of the BRA, several data sources were consulted to identify special-status 
biological resources potentially occurring within the project area. Data sources included the Chico 
General Plan, MEA and Best Practices Technical Manual, the California Natural Diversity Database 
(CNDDB), the USFWS and CNPS. A list of recorded occurrences of special-status species was 
compiled from the CNDDB data. Biological field surveys were conducted by Hanover staff to 
evaluate the project site’s physical characteristics. Each potentially occurring special-status species 
identified during preliminary consultation was then evaluated for its potential to occur within the 
project site. The following biological resources are identified as occurring, or having at least a 
moderate potential to occur, within the project site: 
 

Table 1: Potentially Occurring Special Status Species 
 

Species Status Potential 
Sensitive Natural Communities   
 Great Valley/Oak Riparian Forest  Occurs in the northern portion of the project 

corridor 
Invertebrates   
 Valley elderberry longhorn beetle FT High: Suitable habitat present in the project area 
Fish   
 Central Valley Spring-run Chinook 

Salmon 
FT/ST High: Suitable habitat is within designated critical 

habitat 
 Central Valley steelhead FT/ST High: Suitable habitat is within designated critical 

habitat 
Birds   
 Raptors/Migratory birds Varies High: Suitable foraging/nesting habitat 

Notes: FT=Federally Threatened; ST=State Threatened 

 
The above listed biological resources are protected at varying levels by local, state and/or federal 
regulations and policies.  
 
The northern portion of the proposed bicycle path corridor is located within the riparian corridor of 
Little Chico Creek. This area is identified as a Great Valley Mixed Riparian Forest, which is a 
Sensitive Natural Community per California Department of Fish and Game (DFG) guidelines.  
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Little Chico Creek is identified as anadromous fish habitat by the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service (USFWS), National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration-National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NOAA-NMFS or NOAA Fisheries) and DFG. Specifically, the segment of Little Chico Creek 
that bisects the project site is identified as potential habitat for Central Valley Spring-run Chinook 
salmon and Central Valley steelhead. Both species are state and federally listed as threatened. 
 
The two anadromous species are found throughout the Sacramento River and associated 
freshwater tributaries with habitat occurring within Little Chico, Big Chico, Sycamore and Mud 
Creeks. The segment of Little Chico Creek within the project site is within the designated Critical 
Habitat for these species as identified by NOAA Fisheries.  
 
The valley elderberry longhorn beetle (VELB) is a federally threatened species. The beetle is 
commonly found near riparian habitats within the Central Valley. However, this species’ range 
spans the Sierra foothills, and may reach elevations of 2,200 feet. VELB uses elderberry shrubs 
solely to incubate its larvae. For this reason, elderberry shrubs are considered habitat for this 
species. Within the boundaries of East 20th Street Community Park, one elderberry shrub occurs 
within close proximity to the proposed bicycle path corridor.  
 
Little Chico Creek is considered “waters of the United States.” The term “waters of the United 
States” is an encompassing term that includes “wetlands” and “other waters.”  Wetlands have been 
defined for regulatory purposes as follows: “Those areas that are inundated or saturated by surface 
or groundwater at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that under normal 
circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil 
conditions. Wetlands generally include swamps, marshes, bogs, and similar areas.”  Other waters 
of the United States are seasonal or perennial water bodies, including lakes, stream channels, 
drainages, ponds, and other surface water features, that exhibit an ordinary high-water mark but 
lack positive indicators for one or more of the three wetland parameters (i.e. hydrophytic 
vegetation, hydric soil, and wetland hydrology) (33 CFR 328.4).  
 
Relative to biological resources, the project is proposed in a regulatory context that includes local, 
state and federal jurisdictions. The following standards, guidelines and regulations are likely 
applicable to the proposed project as it pertains to special-status biological resources that may 
occur in the project area: 
 
Local Regulations 
Chico Municipal Code 

• Title 16 (Buildings and Construction): Building, Grading, Floodplain and Tree Preservation 
Regulations. 
 

• Title 16R (Building Standards): Adopts the standards of the Uniform Building Code (UBC) 
and California Building Code (CBC). Projects must implement appropriate BMPs that shall 
“safeguard…life, health, property, safety…and environment.” 

 
• Title 18R (Design Criteria and Improvement Standards): Provides design criteria for “other 

public ways” including bicycle paths and pedestrian ways. 
 
City of Chico Best Practices Technical Manual (BPTM) 

• Implementation Guide for Project Review: Requires compliance with Chico Municipal Code 
Chapter 1.4 (Environmental Review Guidelines) 

• Standard Mitigation and Monitoring Program for Air Quality: Requires incorporation of 
pertinent BMPs during construction activities. 

• Standard Mitigation and Monitoring Program for Storm Drain Outfalls, Stream Crossings, or 
Other Intrusions into a Creek: Requires acquisition of appropriate permits/approvals from 
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the United States Army Corps of Engineers, Regional Water Quality Control Board, and 
Department of Fish and Game. 

• Standard Mitigation Measure Where Removal of Riparian Vegetation Occurs: Requires 
avoidance of vegetation impacts to the extent feasible and mitigation plantings for 
unavoidable losses. 

• Standard Mitigation and Monitoring Program for Raptor Habitat: Requires compliance with 
the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act and California Fish and Game Code for protecting 
raptors. 

• Standard Mitigation and Monitoring Program for Creekside Greenways: Requires relevant 
BMPs for projects proposed near creekside greenways identified in General Plan. 

• Standard Mitigation and Monitoring Program for Oaks and Other Trees: Regulations for 
potential impacts to City-owned trees, specifications for tree work and tree protection 
specifications. 

• Municipal Code 16R.22: Grading plans and contracts shall include appropriate measures, 
including sediment control, BMPs, setbacks, runoff control, re-vegetation, slope 
stabilization, protection of watercourses, disposal of cleared material and fill. 

• BMPs: Implemented where practicable and relevant include, but are not limited to:  

o Staging Areas: These areas will be located away from sensitive biological resources, 
habitat, water features, et cetera. 

o Watering Construction Sites: To control fugitive dust emissions (which, otherwise, 
could impact air quality and biological resources). 

o Fenced/Cordoned-Off Areas of Biological Sensitivity: To ensure avoidance of 
intrusion in these areas. 

o Employee Education: To illuminate the importance of biological resources within the 
project area, appropriate avoidance measures and potential penalties for generating 
impacts to special-status biological resources. 

o Erosion, Siltation and/or Stormwater Measures: Shall ensure construction activity 
and long-term water quality protection. 

City of Chico General Plan 
• General Plan Elements set forth guidelines and policies that guide development processes. 

The project would be required to obtain all necessary agency approvals and permits and 
implement appropriate BMPs and design standards, as set forth in the General Plan and 
identified throughout this study. 

City of Chico Storm Water Management Program 
• In compliance with state and federal water quality regulations, the City has developed a 

Storm Water Management Program (SWAP).  The SWAP was developed in compliance with 
the Phase II NPDES permitting regulations established by the EPA in 1999.  The SWAP 
consists of six elements: Public Education/Outreach, Public Participation/Involvement, Illicit 
Discharge Detection and Elimination, Construction Site Stormwater Runoff Control, Post-
Construction Stormwater Management and Pollution Prevention/Good Housekeeping 
(Municipal Operations).  The proposed project shall adhere to relevant and practicable 
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standards and regulations identified in the SWAP, including implementation of BMPs and 
development of a SWPPP. 

Public Agency Approvals 
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) Encroachment Permit 

• Responsible Agency: The use of California State highways for other than normal 
transportation purposes may require written authorization from the Department of 
Transportation. As the responsible agency for protecting the public's investment in the 
State highway system, Caltrans reviews all requests desiring to conduct various activities 
within the right of way. 

 
California Department of Fish and Game (DFG) 

• Trustee Agency: DFG serves as a trustee agency to the fish and wildlife of the state, to 
designated rare or endangered native plants, and to game refuges, ecological reserves, and 
other areas administered by the department. DFG is consulted by the CEQA lead agency 
when a project involves resources under the Department’s jurisdiction.  

 
• Responsible Agency: The project would require acquisition of a Streambed Alteration 

Agreement or a waiver thereof (per Section §1600 of the California Fish and Game Code). 
Additionally, the project would require DFG consultation due to the presence of listed 
species per the California Endangered Species Act (CESA).  

 
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 

• Responsible Agency: The project would require a Construction Activity Storm Water Permit, 
with an approved Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), per Section §402 of the 
Clean Water Act. 

 
Central Valley Flood Protection Board 

• Responsible Agency: Approval by the Board is required for projects or uses which encroach 
into rivers, waterways, and floodways within and adjacent to federal and State authorized 
flood control projects and within designated floodways adopted by the Board. 

 
United States Fish and Wildlife Services 

• Responsible Agency: The project would require concurrence from USFWS that the proposed 
project’s construction activities would not result in impacts to the valley elderberry longhorn 
beetle. 

 
C.1 – C.2, C.4 – C.6:  
Riparian 
The portion of the proposed project that is located within the vicinity of Little Chico Creek is in a 
riparian setting that is designated by the DFG as a sensitive natural community and Resource 
Management Area in the MEA. The proposed project, through avoidance of impacts to sensitive 
natural resources would remain consistent with General Plan Open Space and Environmental 
Conservation goals OS-G-6 and OS-G-7, which promote protection of sensitive natural resources. 
Facilities proposed in the area of riparian vegetation include an asphalt pathway and a clear-span 
pedestrian/bicycle crossing of Little Chico Creek. The project would construct facilities within the 
riparian corridor adjacent to Little Chico Creek. The project proposes removal of one tree on the 
northern bank of Little Chico Creek. The tree would be removed to allow the installation of the 
pedestrian/bicycle crossing outside of the Creek’s ordinary high water mark. Additionally, several 
trees would require trimming to ensure adequate vertical clearance of the proposed crossing of 
Little Chico Creek. To ensure that impacts are reduced to a less than significant level, the following 
mitigation measure shall be applied: 
 
MITIGATION MEASURE C.1 (Biological Resources): Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, a 
Streambed Alteration Agreement shall be obtained from DFG, pursuant to Section 1600 of the 
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California Fish and Game Code, for any activities affecting bed, bank, or associated riparian 
vegetation of the stream. If required, the project applicant shall coordinate with DFG in developing 
appropriate mitigation, and shall abide by the conditions of any executed permits.  
 
MITIGATION MONITORING C.1 (Biological Resources): Prior to the commencement of construction 
activities, the City’s Capital Project Services Department will coordinate with the consulting 
biologist to ensure the timely initiation of the above mitigation measure. 
 
Through adherence to Mitigation Measure C.1, the City’s Best Practices Technical Manual Standard 
Mitigation Measure Where Removal of Riparian Vegetation Occurs and all mitigation measures 
identified in this study, the project would generate potential riparian impacts that are less than 
significant with mitigation incorporated. 
 
Special-Status Species: Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle 
One elderberry shrub, host plant to the federally threatened VELB (Desmocerus californicus 
dimorphus), occurs within close proximity of the proposed project corridor. This shrub is located 
within the boundaries of East 20th Street Community Park. Although this shrub occurs within 100 
feet of proposed construction activities, the proposed project as currently designed will not impact 
VELB.  
 
The City’s Best Practices Technical Manual requires implementation of a plan that sets forth 
appropriate avoidance measures for sites that may be occupied by VELB. These measures are 
required to ensure avoidance of potential impacts to the species. At a minimum, site specific VELB 
avoidance plans must include the following measures: 
 

• All elderberry shrubs shall be avoided during construction activities. 
• Elderberry shrubs shall be fenced or flagged during construction activities. 
• Prior to initiation of construction, contractors and work crews shall be briefed on the need 

to avoid damaging elderberry plants and the possible penalties for not complying with these 
requirements. If necessary, the City shall hire a qualified firm to conduct these briefing(s). 

• Signs shall be erected every 50 feet along the edge of the avoidance area with the following 
information: “This area is habitat of the valley elderberry longhorn beetle, a threatened 
species, and must not be disturbed. This species is protected by the Endangered Species 
Act of 1973, as amended. Violators are subject to prosecution, fines, and imprisonment.” 

• The project shall not result in impacts, including damage, removal or modification, to 
elderberry shrubs.  

 
The plans, specifications and contracts for the proposed project would be reviewed for compliance 
with the BPTM as a standard condition of approval. It is anticipated that impacts to VELB would be 
less than significant; however, concurrence from the USFWS verifying the lack of potential 
disturbance to the elderberry shrub will be required, to ensure that potential impacts to VELB are 
avoided.  
 
MITIGATION MEASURE C.2 (Biological Resources): Prior to the initiation of construction activities, a 
concurrence letter from USFWS will be requested to ensure that potential impacts to VELB are 
appropriately minimized or avoided and that no impacts to VELB would occur. If required by the 
USFWS, the project applicant shall coordinate with USFWS in developing appropriate mitigation and 
shall abide by any conditions set forth. 
 
MITIGATION MONITORING C.3 (Biological Resources): Prior to commencement of construction 
activities, Capital Project Services shall ensure that the USFWS concurs with the finding that no 
impact to VELB would occur as a result of project construction activities.  
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Through acquisition of concurrence from the USFWS and adherence to all applicable City BMPs, the 
proposed project result in potential impacts to VELB that are considered less than significant 
with mitigation incorporated.  
 
Special-Status Species: Central Valley Spring-run Chinook Salmon and Central Valley Steelhead 
Central Valley Spring-run Chinook salmon and Central Valley steelhead, which are listed as 
threatened at the state and federal levels, are known to occur in Little Chico Creek. Furthermore, 
the lower portion of Little Chico Creek is designated as Critical Habitat by USFWS for both 
anadromous species and Essential Fish Habitat by NOAA Fisheries. Based on the current project 
design, no construction activities or structures would occur or be placed below the ordinary high 
water mark of Little Chico Creek. This avoids and minimizes potential impacts to these protected 
resources. Therefore, impacts are considered less than significant.   
 
Raptors and Migratory Birds 
Raptors, such as hawks and owls, may nest in the large trees within the project site. The 
disturbance, removal or destruction of active raptor nests is considered a violation of the California 
Fish and Game Code Section 3503.5. 
 
The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) protects migratory birds, their occupied nests and eggs. The 
mature trees and riparian habitat in the project area provide nesting habitat for raptors and 
migratory birds. Activities, including noise generated by construction equipment, associated with 
the development of the proposed facilities could negatively affect these special-status birds. 
Therefore, the following mitigation is required: 
 
MITIGATION MEASURE C.4 (Biological Resources): If construction is proposed during the nesting 
season (February 15th through September 15th), a pre-construction survey for raptors shall be 
conducted by a qualified biologist within 30 days prior to the onset of construction activities to 
determine if active nests are in the study area. If active nests are found, no construction activities 
shall take place within 500 feet of the nests until the young have fledged, to be determined by a 
qualified biologist. If no active nests are found during the focused survey, no further mitigation will 
be required for nesting raptors or migratory birds. If construction is proposed during the non-
nesting season, no surveys are required. 
 
MITIGATION MONITORING C.4 (Biological Resources): Prior to commencement of construction 
activities, Capital Project Services will coordinate with the City’s consulting biologist to ensure the 
timely initiation of the above mitigation measure.  
 
The incorporation of Mitigation Measure C.4 into the project development process would reduce the 
potential for impacts to nesting raptors and migratory birds to levels that are considered less than 
significant with mitigation incorporated.  
  
C.3: 
Jurisdictional Waters 
The proposed project would construct a clear-span pedestrian/bicycle bridge over Little Chico 
Creek. The bridge is designed, and will be installed, in a manner that is consistent with Titles 16 
and 18R of the Chico Municipal Code and the UBC and CBC. Through the adherence to Titles 16 
and 18R and the UBC/CBC, including implementation of relevant BMPs, the proposed clear-span 
bridge would avoid direct and indirect impacts to waters of the United States (waters of the US) 
and waters of the State. Therefore, impacts associated with waters of the US are considered less 
than significant.  
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
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D. Cultural Resources:  Will the project or its 

related activities: 

 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 
 

No 
Impact 

 
1. Cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of an historical resource as defined in 
PRC Section 15064.5? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
2. Cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of an archaeological resource pursuant 
to PRC Section 15064.5? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
3.  Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 

paleontological resource or site or unique geological 
feature? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 
 

 
4.    Disturb any human remains, including those 

interred outside of formal cemeteries? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 
 

 
DISCUSSION: 
 
D.1 – D.4:  The proposed bicycle path alignment is located within areas that have been previously 
disturbed by land use improvements, such as the construction of Highway 99, the existing bicycle 
path undercrossing and development of East 20th Street Community Park. A portion of the 
proposed project is located within the Caltrans right-of-way and the boundaries of the East 20th 
Street Community Park where it follows an alignment that is currently used by maintenance 
vehicles and pedestrians. Because these areas have been previously disturbed by roadway and 
land use improvements,  there are no known significant cultural resources that could be impacted 
by the proposed project. However, unknown cultural resources could be uncovered during grading 
and other earth-moving activities at the project site. Thus, the project would be subject to the 
following Standard Mitigation and Monitoring Program for Cultural Resources:  
 
Standard Program:  Pursuant to the City of Chico’s Standard Mitigation And Monitoring Program for 
cultural resources, as identified in Section IV.A and IV.B of the Best Practices Technical Manual, a 
note shall be placed on all construction plans which informs the construction contractor that if any 
potential archaeological, cultural or paleontological resources are encountered during construction, 
such as bones or pottery fragments, all work shall cease within the area of the find pending an 
examination of the site and materials by a professional archaeologist.  The archaeologist will assess 
the significance of the find and prepare appropriate mitigation measures for review by Capital 
Project Services. All mitigation measures determined by Capital Project Services to be appropriate 
for this project shall be implemented pursuant to the terms of the archaeologist’s report. 
 
Monitoring: Capital Project Services staff will verify that the above wording is included in project 
plans, construction contracts and documents. Should potential resources be encountered, the 
supervising inspector will be responsible for reporting any such findings to the Capital Project 
Services, and a qualified archaeologist will be contacted to conduct meetings with on-site 
employees and monitor the referenced mitigation measures. 
 
Grading and construction activities could unearth previously unidentified human remains. To 
ensure that potentially significant impacts to newly discovered human remains are avoided, the 
following Standard Mitigation and Monitoring Program measure would apply:   
 
Standard Program: Pursuant to State Health and Safety Code section 7050.5, if human remains 
are unearthed during construction, the construction contractor must cease work within 100-feet of 
the discovery and notify the County Coroner.  No further disturbance may occur until the Coroner, 
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in consultation with the Native American Heritage Commission, has made the necessary findings as 
to the origins and disposition pursuant to Public Resource Code §5097.98 and 5097.99 and the 
Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA). Compliance with the City’s 
Standard Mitigation and Monitoring Program, which ensures compliance with state and federal laws 
and regulations, ensures potential impacts to newly discovered human remains would be less than 
significant.  
 
Monitoring:  The Capital Project Services will ensure that the above wording is incorporated into 
project plans and construction contracts and documents. 
 
The proposed project would not generate potential impacts to known cultural resources. 
Implementation of the Standard Mitigation and Monitoring Programs, as set forth in the Best 
Practices Technical Manual and identified in this Initial Study, would ensure potential impacts to 
currently unidentified cultural resources/human remains occur at less than significant levels. 
 
 
 
 
 
E. Geology/Soils:  Will the project or its related 

activities: 

 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 
 

No 
Impact 

 
1.   Expose people or structures to potential 

substantial adverse effects, including the risk of 
loss, injury, or death involving: 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
a.   Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as 

delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the 
State Geologist for the area or based on other 
substantial evidence of a known fault?  Refer 
to Division of Mines and Geology Special 
Publication 42. 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
b.    Strong seismic ground shaking? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
c.  Seismic-related ground failure, including 

liquefaction? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
d.    Landslides? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
2.  Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 

topsoil? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
3.  Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is 

unstable, or that would become unstable as a 
result of the project, and potentially result in on- or 
off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction or collapse? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
4.    Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 

18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), 
creating substantial risks to life or property? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
5.     Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the 

use of septic tanks or alternative waste water 
disposal systems where sewers are not available for 
the disposal of waste water, or is otherwise not 
consistent with the Chico Nitrate Action Plan or 
policies for sewer service control? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 
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DISCUSSION: 
 
A portion of the project is located north of Little Chico Creek; however, the main extent of the 
bicycle path is predominantly located south of Little Chico Creek and west of Highway 99 within the 
boundaries of East 20th Street Community Park. The Natural Resources Conservation Service 
(NRCS) identifies the proposed project crossing three soil map units: Almendra Loam, Vina Fine 
Sandy Loam and Chico Loam. These soils consist of very deep, well drained soils that occur within 
alluvial fans and floodplains, with slopes from 0 to 1 percent. Similarly, the City’s General Plan MEA 
delineates the project site within the Vina-Farwell (VN-Fd) soil group/association (MEA Figure 10-
2), which is characterized as deep, well drained soil, with moderate shrink/swell and liquefaction 
potential and low erosivity. The soil is also characterized as moderately expansive (MEA Figure 10-
3).  
 
According to the City’s General Plan Final EIR (GPFEIR), there are no known earthquake faults in 
the project area. Currently, there are no designated Alquist-Priolo Special Study Zones within the 
Planning Area, nor are there any known or inferred active faults. The project site is not located 
within a foothill area nor is the project site identified in the County or City General Plans as prone 
to landslides. 
 
Titles 16 and 18R of the City’s Municipal Code establishes building, construction and design 
standards to which all applicable projects must adhere. As identified in the Municipal Code, Titles 
16R and 18R codify the following basic standards:  
 

Table 2 - Title 16 Building Standards and 
Title 18R Design Criteria and Improvement Standards  

 
Chapter Title 

 16R.02 Basic Building Standards 

 16R.04 Electrical Standards 

 16R.06 Mechanical Standards 

 16R.08 Plumbing Standards 

 16R.10 Sign Standards 

 16R.22 Grading Standards 

 16R.37 Floodplain Standards 

 16R.42 Fire Regulation Standards 

 18R.08.03 Other Public Ways 
 
Thus, all projects in the City of Chico are required to adhere to the applicable standards of the UBC 
and the CBC. The project would be required to implement applicable BMPs based on the geologic, 
seismic and soil characteristics of the project site.  
 
E.1a – E.1d:  The proposed project is not located in an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. 
There would be no impact resulting from the rupture of known faults.  
 
The proposed project would be required to comply with applicable design standards and BMPs, as 
required by the CBC and Municipal Code. Because the project would be required to adhere to 
adopted standards, potential impacts associated with seismic ground shaking is less than 
significant.   
 
Unique and unusual geologic features identified in the City’s GPFEIR are identified primarily in the 
foothill area framing the eastern edge of the City’s urban area.  Liquefaction occurs in areas with 
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shallow groundwater and recently deposited alluvium or poorly compacted fill, characteristics not 
present on the project site.  Thus, the project site is not subject to hazards resulting from 
liquefaction or landslides.  Impacts are less than significant.  
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
E.2: The project site is not in an area of highly erosive soils. Furthermore, the project would be 
required to adhere to the applicable standards of the City’s Grading Ordinance, as identified in 
Chapter 16R.22 of the Municipal Code. Potential erosion impacts are considered less than 
significant. 
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
E.3: The project is not proposed in an area that is identified as having high landslide, liquefaction, 
lateral spreading or subsidence risks. Furthermore, the design standards of the UBC and CBC, as 
adopted by the Municipal Code, set forth BMPs that address these potential soil-related hazards. 
Impacts are considered less than significant. 
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
E.4: Most soil groups within the City’s planning area are characterized as moderate to highly 
expansive. The Safety Element of the City’s General Plan establishes Implementing Policy S-I-5, 
which states, “Continue requiring all new buildings in the City to be built under the seismic 
requirements of the Uniform Building Code.” Thus, project approval is contingent on 
implementation of appropriate BMPs and adherence to applicable regulations and design standards. 
However, it should be noted that the proposed project would result in bicycle path improvements 
and does not result in the construction of dwellings or occupied structures. Therefore, “buildings” is 
the construction of a bike path. Impacts are considered less than significant. 
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
E.5:  The proposed project would result in bicycle path improvements and does not include 
construction of dwellings, occupied structures or facilities that require the disposal of septic 
sewerage or other wastewater. Accordingly, the proposed bike path does not require installation of 
sewer system connections or onsite septic disposal systems. There is no impact.  
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
 
 
 
 
F. Hazards/ Hazardous Materials: Will the 

project or its related activities: 

 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 
 

No 
Impact 

 
1. Create a significant hazard to the public or the 

environment through the routine transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
2. Create a significant hazard to the public or the 

environment through reasonable foreseeable upset 
and accident conditions involving the release of 
hazardous materials into the environment? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
3.  Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or 

acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste 
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed 
school? 

 
 
 

 
 

 
X 
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4.  Be located on a site which is included on a list of 
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a 
result, would it create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment? 

   X 

 
5.   For a project located within the airport land use 

plan, would the project result in a safety hazard for 
people residing or working in the project area? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
6.    For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 

would the project result in a safety hazard for 
people residing or working in the project area? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
7.   Impair implementation of or physically interfere 

with an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
8.    Expose people or structures to a significant risk of 

loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, 
including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized 
areas or where residences are intermixed with 
wildlands? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The proposed bicycle path alignment extends from an existing bicycle path undercrossing at 
Highway 99 and Humboldt Avenue/Clover Street, crosses over Little Chico Creek and continues 
within the East 20th Street Community Park. The proposed facilities would likely increase pedestrian 
and bicycle traffic within the project area; however, vehicular traffic and land uses in the project 
area would not be impacted by the proposed project.  
 
The City’s MEA (MEA Figure 9-3) does not list the project site as an Identified Hazardous Waste 
Site. In addition, the California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) does not identify 
the site in its Hazardous Waste and Substances List (Cortese List). In California, the transport of 
hazardous waste is regulated by Division 20, Chapter 6.5, Articles 6 and 13 of the California Health 
and Safety Code and Title 22, Division 4.5, Chapter 13 of the California Code of Regulations.  
 
The Chico Municipal Airport is approximately 5 miles north of the project site. A small, private 
airstrip is located approximately 3 miles west of the project site. The project is not located in an 
airport land use plan. 
 
The proposed project would result in bikeway and pedestrian improvements in primarily within the 
boundaries of East 20th Street Community Park and adjacent to the northwest corner of Chapman 
Elementary School. However, the proposed path improvements would not result in facilities that 
would emit or handle hazardous materials or substances. 
 
According to the MEA, there is a fire station within seven minutes of all incorporated locations in 
the Chico urban area. The project site lies within the service area of Fire Station Four, located at 
2405 Notre Dame Boulevard, approximately 1.5 miles from the entrance of the park. The area of 
the project site north of Little Chico Creek would be served by Fire Station One, located at 842 
Salem Street, approximately 1.25 miles west of the project site in downtown Chico. 
 
F.1 – F.2:  The construction of bicycle paths and related infrastructure does not involve the use of 
large amounts of hazardous substances.  Construction vehicles and equipment do use small 
amounts of petroleum products that could accidentally be spilled onto the site.  Construction 
activities are strictly regulated by local, state and federal guidelines, which prevent the accidental 
release of toxic substances into the environment.  The project will be required to adhere to the City 
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Municipal Code, Title 16, Building Standards, which are based on the UBC and require incorporation 
of BMPs, such as designating staging areas for construction vehicles.  The City will also be required 
to develop a SWPPP and incorporate practicable and relevant BMPs, pursuant to the City’s SWAP 
(refer to Section G, Hydrology and Water Quality, for a complete discussion).  Adhering to 
pertinent regulations during construction activities would reduce potential impacts resulting from 
the storage, transport, disposal or accidental release of hazardous materials to levels that are 
considered less than significant.     
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
F.3 – F.8:  The proposed bicycle path terminates at the intersection of East 16th Street/Guill 
Street/Cleveland Street adjacent to Chapman Elementary School. However, the project’s proximity 
to existing or proposed schools is not relevant with regard to hazardous materials, as the bike path 
would not result in emissions or production of hazardous materials.  The DTSC identifies no sites 
from its Cortese List within the project area.  The project site is not located within an area 
identified on an airport land use plan, nor is it in the vicinity of a private airstrip.  As such, the 
proposed project would not result in safety hazards to people residing or working in the area due to 
the proximity of airports. Development of the proposed project would neither hinder the 
implementation, nor physically interfere with, emergency response or evacuation plans.  The 
project site is located between a residential area and Highway 99 within a developed 
recreational/park area. Therefore, the project would not introduce people or structures to wildland 
fire hazards compared to pre-project conditions.  There would be no impact.  
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
 
 
 
G. Hydrology/ Water Quality:  Will the project or 

its related activities result in: 

 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 
 

No 
Impact  

1. Violate any water quality standards or waste 
discharge requirements? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
2. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or 

interfere substantially with groundwater recharge 
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer 
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater 
table level (e.g. the production rate of pre-existing 
nearby wells would drop to a level which would not 
support existing land uses or planned uses for 
which permits have been granted? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
3.   Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of 

the site or area, including through the alteration of 
the course of a stream or river, in a manner which 
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- 
or off-site? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
4.    Substantially increase the rate or amount of 

surface runoff in a manner which would result in 
flooding on-or off-site? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
5.  Create or contribute runoff water which would 

exceed the capacity of existing or planned 
stormwater drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
6.   Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

7.   Place real property within a 100-year flood hazard 
area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 
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Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other 
flood hazard delineation map? 

 
8.   Place within a 100-year flood hazard area 

structures which would impede or redirect flood 
flows? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
9.    Expose people or structures to a significant risk of 

loss, injury or death involving flooding, including 
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or 
dam? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
10.  Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The proposed project includes a bridge crossing over Little Chico Creek and would require the 
construction of facilities adjacent to the northern and southern banks of the creek. The bridge 
would be a clear-span pedestrian bridge and would not require modifications to the creek 
embankment. The construction of the bike path would result in a slight increase in impervious 
surfaces. With the exception of the area immediately adjacent to Little Chico Creek, the project site 
is not located within a flood hazard area. According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency 
(FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) the project site is designated as Zone X, “areas 
determined to be outside 500-year floodplain.” The area immediately adjacent to Little Chico Creek 
is designated as Zone AO, “flood depths of 1 to 3 feet.”   
 
G.1, G.3 – G.6: The project proposes grading and construction activities that are subject to 
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB) and City guidelines.  
 
The City’s General Plan encourages use of natural drainage techniques and provides policies to 
ensure provision of adequate drainage facilities. To ensure compliance with the Federal Clean 
Water Act (CWA) and Phase II of the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 
Storm Water Program, the City of Chico has implemented the Storm Water Management Program 
(SWAP) as approved by the CVRWQCB. The SWAP assists with interpretation and application of the 
storm water requirements of the CWA.  It provides an overall storm water management program, 
which identifies appropriate actions and Best Management Practices (BMPs) to address water 
quality problems and regulatory requirements.  
 
Prior to the commencement of grading and construction activities, the City will ensure compliance 
with the SWAP and NPDES Phase II program, which includes the identification of appropriate BMPs 
and preparation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). Compliance with these 
regulations provides adequate reduction of potential stormwater impacts.  In addition, the project 
would be subject to City grading standards as identified in Municipal Code Chapter 16R.22.   

 
Design of the project in accordance with the BMPs required for compliance with the NPDES Phase II 
Program will ensure the impacts related to water quality are less than significant. NPDES 
compliance and adhering to the appropriate BMPs included in the grading permit would result in 
less than significant impacts to drainage and runoff. 
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
G.2: There would be no new sources of groundwater extraction.  The slight increase in impervious 
surface area would not impede groundwater recharge.  Water supply impacts would be less than 
significant. 
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
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G.7 – G.10: With the exception of the area immediately adjacent to Little Chico Creek, the 
proposed project site is not located within a 100-year flood zone as identified by the National Flood 
Insurance Program’s Flood Insurance Rate Map 06007C0505C.  The project would not create 
structures or facilities that would impede or redirect flood flows. The project would involve 
improvements to a predominantly previously disturbed and developed area.  No significant impacts 
to safety would occur beyond existing conditions.  Additionally, risks associated with inundation by 
seiche, tsunami, or mudflow would not occur beyond existing conditions.  The project would result 
in no impact. 
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
 
 
 
 
H. Land Use and Planning:  Will the project or its 

related activities be inconsistent with:     

 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 
 

No 
Impact 

 
1. General Plan or Specific Plan policies or zoning 

regulations? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
2.  Physically divide an established community? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
3.  Conflict with any applicable Resource Management 

or Resource Conservation Plan? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
4.  Result in substantial conflict with the established 

character, aesthetics or functioning of the 
surrounding community? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
5.  Be a part of a larger project involving a series of 

cumulative actions? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
6.   Result in displacement of people or business 

activity? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
7.    Conversion of viable prime agricultural land and/or 

land under agricultural contract to non-agricultural 
use, or substantial conflicts with existing 
agricultural operations? (Viable agricultural land is 
defined as land on Class I or Class II agricultural 
soils of 5 acres or greater, adjacent on no more 
than one side to existing urban development.) 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
DISCUSSION: 
 
H.1 – H.5: The proposed project would result in the construction of a bicycle path extending from 
Little Chico Creek and Humboldt Avenue/Clover Street (west of Highway 99) to the East 20th Street 
Community Park. The bridge crossing over Little Chico Creek is located within the California 
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) right-of-way and adjacent to a low density residential 
area. The remaining portion of the project is located within an area designated as Parks (P) in the 
General Plan and located within the Secondary Open Space (OS2) zoning district.  
 

OS2 (Secondary Open Space) District. The OS2 zoning district is applied to areas 
where open space is created or maintained as a byproduct of another use, including 
agricultural areas, and very low density residential areas. The OS2 zoning district is 
consistent with the Open Space for Parks (active) and Creekside Greenways land use 
classifications of the General Plan.(Ord. 2185) 

 
The proposed bicycle path facility and clear-span bridge crossing are consistent with the standards 
of the site’s zoning district and land use designation. 
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As stated previously, the project is an identified component of the 2007 Chico Urban Area Bicycle 
Plan (CUBP) and will tie in with the existing City bicycle paths. The CUBP was part of a 
comprehensive bicycle planning effort that began with the original 1991 CUBP that later became 
part of the 1995 Chico Urban Area Bicycle Transportation Plan (updated by the Butte County 
Association of Governments). The City of Chico has updated the plans in 1998, 2002, and most 
recently in 2007. The 2007 CUBP is a continued effort by the City of Chico to assess the needs of 
bicyclists in the community and to try to assure needed facilities will be provided in the future. In 
addition, the 2007 CUBP addresses the requirements of the Bicycle Transportation Act (SB 1095), 
thereby making the facilities included in the plan eligible for various grant funds. Lastly, the City of 
Chico General Plan, adopted in 1994 and updated in February 1999, includes a number of specific 
goals and policies related to bicycle and pedestrian paths that are included in the 2007 CUBP. 
 
The proposed project would provide for a more consistent, direct and safe route for cyclists and 
pedestrians to travel throughout the City and to existing park facilities. The CUBP of 2007 includes 
the goal of “provide safe and direct routes for cyclists between and through residential 
neighborhoods, commercial areas, schools, and other major destinations within the Chico Urban 
Area.” This project would create a more cohesive community where movement throughout the City 
is available to a broader range of the population. The Issues Section of the CUBP states:  
 

The chief issue facing the planning and implementation of bikeways in the Chico Urban 
Area is the physical barriers to bicycle travel. A number of major barriers exist 
throughout the area which inhibit the use of bicycles, or make the use of bicycles very 
inconvenient for many trips. Some of these barriers are of a fixed physical nature, such 
as creeks and freeways, while others such as busy roadways are more perceptive.  

 
Little Chico Creek is identified as one of the major barriers that currently exists in the Chico Urban 
Area with limited bicycle/pedestrian crossings that can accommodate both bicycle and automotive 
traffic safely. 
 
Per City standards, the design of infrastructure, materials and colors shall be visually compatible 
with the surrounding area and provide an attractive environment. The proposed project would 
enhance the utility of existing bicycle and pedestrian routes, possibly reducing automobile traffic, 
thus, enhancing the functioning of the surrounding community. 
 
The Transportation Element and Community Design Element of the Chico General Plan sets forth a 
series of policies pertaining bicycle and pedestrian facilities against which the proposed project can 
be evaluated. 
 

• Transportation Element 
o T-G-1: “Develop a system of sidewalks and bikeways…” 
o T-G-2: “Provide safe and direct pedestrian routes and bikeways…” 
o T-G-6: “Plan and design pedestrian facilities to meet the needs of disabled persons.” 
o T-I-3: “Make bikeway improvements a funding priority by…” 
o T-I-4: “Implement the bikeway plan by…” 
o T-I-12: “Increase bicycle safety by…” 

• Community Design Element 
o CD-G-12: “Open up creeks to public view and access.” 
o CD-G-13: “Extend the amenity value of the creeks.” 
o CD-G-14: “…diminish the barrier effect of creeks…Bridges should be designed for 

bikes and pedestrians.” 
o CD-G-30: “Improve the physical linkages to…Bidwell Park through creek crossings, 

trails, and other bicycle and pedestrian improvements.” 
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In addition, the project is being funded through the Bicycle Transportation Account (BTA). The BTA 
provides state funds for city and county projects that improve the safety and convenience of 
bicycle commuters. Eligible projects include new bikeways that serve major transportation 
corridors, secure bicycle parking, bicycle-carrying facilities on transit vehicles, installation of traffic 
control devices, planning, bikeway improvements, maintenance and hazard eliminations. 
 
Potential land use impacts associated with the proposed project are considered less than 
significant. 
 
Mitigation:  None required. 
 
H.6: The proposed project would not result in displacement of any homes or businesses in the 
area.  Therefore, there is no impact.  
 
Mitigation:  None required. 
 
H.7:  The project site is located in the city limits and predominantly within the boundaries of the 
East 20th Street Community Park Facilities. The clear-span bridge crossing over Little Chico Creek 
would be located adjacent to a low density residential area and within the Caltrans right-of-way. 
Therefore, the proposed project would neither convert, nor cause conflict with, agricultural uses.  
Because there are no agricultural uses or contracts at the project site, project activities would have 
no impact on the conversion of agricultural lands. 
 
Mitigation:  None required. 
 
 
 
 
 
I. Noise:  Will the project or its related activities 

result in: 

 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 
 

No 
Impact 

 
1. Exposure of residents in new hotels, motels, 

apartment houses, and dwellings (other than 
single-family dwellings) to interior noise levels 
(CNEL) higher than 45 dBA in any habitable room 
with windows closed? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
2.   Exposure of sensitive receptors (residential, parks, 

hospitals, schools) to exterior noise levels of 60 
dBA L or higher? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
3.   Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive 

groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
4.    A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise 

levels in the project vicinity above levels existing 
without the project? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
5.   A substantial temporary or periodic increase in 

ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above 
levels existing without the project? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
6.   For a project located within the airport land use 

plan, would the project expose people residing or 
working in the project area to excessive noise 
levels? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
7.    For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 

would the project expose people residing or 
working in the project area to excessive noise 
levels? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 
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DISCUSSION: 
 
The Chico General Plan establishes community standards for noise generation. Noise generation 
criteria are adopted in the General Plan to achieve the City’s goals of protecting residents and 
sensitive receptors from the harmful and annoying effects of exposure to excessive noise. The 
General Plan identifies maximum allowable noise exposure levels for various land uses. Noise 
sensitive land uses such as schools and residences have lower permissible noise exposure levels 
than other uses such as playgrounds and neighborhood parks. In addition, the Chico Municipal 
Code, Chapter 9.38, Noise Ordinance, further regulates noise generation within the City of Chico. 
The ordinance prohibits noise sources on public properties from producing a noise level that 
exceeds 60dBA (decibels on an A-weighted scale) at 25 feet or more from the source.  
 
I.1:  The project would not result in construction of dwellings or structures, thus the interior noise 
thresholds are not applicable. Therefore, there would be no impact associated with the exposure 
of people in the project area to interior noise in excess of 45dBA in any habitable room. 
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
I.2, I.4 – I.5:  The General Plan identifies Highway 99 as one of the most significant noise sources 
within the City. The portion of the proposed bicycle path extending from Little Chico Creek to the 
East 20th Street Community Park’s parking lot is within the 60dBLdn (Decibel, Day-Night Noise 
Level) noise contour for Highway 99. Subsequent users of the proposed bicycle path could be 
exposed to temporary noise increases at or above 60dB as they travel in the vicinity of Highway 
99. Table 9.2-1 of the Chico General Plan identifies the feasibility of developments relative to noise 
levels. Outdoor land uses, such as playgrounds and parks are identified as “feasible” with an 
outdoor noise exposure up to 70dB and “probably feasible” with levels of 75-80dB. As the project 
proposes to improve pedestrian and cycling conditions in an area that is already used in a 
recreational capacity (community park), significant exposure to noise over pre-project conditions is 
not expected.  
 
Surrounding land uses do include single family residences, Chapman Elementary School, as well as 
East 20th Street Community Park, which are identified as sensitive receptors in the City’s General 
Plan. The nearest sensitive receptors to the project site are residential land uses and school near 
the terminus of the proposed project.  During the construction phases of the project, noise from 
equipment and construction activities would add to the noise environment in the immediate project 
vicinity. Construction equipment to be used may include a backhoe, pavers, rollers, sealers and 
heavy trucks. Construction activities would be temporary in nature and would occur during normal 
daytime working hours. Contractors will be required to comply with the Chico Municipal Code, 
Chapter 9.38, Noise Ordinance, which sets form the City’s standards for construction-generated 
noise and limits the hours of construction activities within the City. Additionally, the Chico Municipal 
Code, §9.38.060 contains a categorical exemption for construction activities as follows: 
 

9.38.060 Categorical exemptions. 
The following … exempt from the provisions of this chapter: 

B. … Notwithstanding any other provision of this chapter, between the hours of ten a.m. 
and six p.m. on Sundays and holidays, and seven a.m. and nine p.m. on other days, 
construction … shall be subject to one of the following limits: 
1. No individual device or piece of equipment shall produce a noise level exceeding eighty 
three (83) dBA at a distance of twenty-five (25) feet from the source.  

 
Activities involved in construction would be required to adhere to the City’s noise standards, as 
identified in Chapter 9.38 of the Chico Municipal Code.  Furthermore, construction activities 
would generate maximum noise levels below the Chico Municipal Code threshold and would be 
exempt from the provisions of the City’s noise ordinance requirements.   
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The proposed bicycle path would not result in permanent generation of noise levels significantly 
higher than existing ambient levels. Therefore, impacts associated with the exposure of sensitive 
receptors to a permanent increase in noise levels in the project vicinity is considered less than 
significant. 
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
I.3: The use of construction equipment during construction of the proposed project is not expected 
to result in temporary or permanent excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels. 
Temporary and permanent noise and groundborne noise and vibration would occur at levels that 
are considered less than significant. 
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
I.6 – I.7:  The project site is not located in the vicinity of an airstrip, within an airport land use 
plan, or other aviation area. There would be no impact stemming from the exposure of people in 
the project area to excessive noise levels associated with aviation land uses. 
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
 
 
 
 
J. Open Space/Recreation:  Will the project or 

its related activities: 

 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 
 

No 
Impact 

 
1.   Affect lands preserved under an open space 

contract or easement? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
2. Affect an existing or potential community 

recreation area? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
3. Increase the use of existing neighborhood and 

regional parks or other recreational facilities such 
that substantial physical deterioration of the facility 
would occur or be accelerated? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
4. Does the project include recreational facilities or 

require the construction or expansion of 
recreational facilities which might have an adverse 
physical effect on the environment? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
DISCUSSION: 
 
J.1 – J.3: The proposed project is predominantly located within an area that is designated as Parks 
(P) in the General Plan and within the Secondary Open Space (OS2) zoning district. There are no 
existing open space contracts or easements that would be compromised by the proposed project. 
 
The proposed project extends from Little Chico Creek to the northern boundary of the East 20th  
Street Community Park, where it parallels Highway 99 along the park’s western property boundary 
to the northernmost parking lot. The proposed bicycle path turns west along an existing pedestrian 
path to the western park boundary then extends south to its terminus at East 16th Street/Guill 
Street/Cleveland Avenue near Chapman Elementary School. Recreationists may experience 
temporary and minor aesthetic and noise impacts associated with construction activities during 
their use of the park. Once the project is completed, the area will function in a similar, yet more 
efficient manner. The conditions for recreation will improve in terms of safety and access once the 
project is completed. 

Westerly Bridge



City of Chico Initial Study 
Little Chico Creek Bike Path (Capital Project Services - MAJGC/12058-300-4150) 
Page 38 
 

 

 
The East 20th Street Community Park is an established recreational/park facility. Generally, 
installation of bicycle paths and other connections do not increase the use of a park, but rather it is 
the type of recreational facility destination, such as the gymnasium, tennis courts, playground and 
soccer fields that creates the motive to travel and ultimately use the park. Therefore, the 
development of a bicycle path would not increase the use of existing community park facilities in 
which substantial deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated.  
 
However, the bike path would provide an alternate bicycle and pedestrian route, separated from 
vehicular traffic and thus complete another segment of the Chico Urban Area Bicycle Plan (CUBP).  
A benefit of the project would be increased connectivity between existing bicycle lanes while 
providing a safer environment for cyclists and motorists.  Thus, the project may result in greater 
use of existing bicycle lanes and paths. The project is consistent with City policies identified in the 
General Plan, the City’s Capital Improvement Program and the CUBP (see the Land Use and 
Planning, Transportation/Circulation and Mandatory Findings of Significance sections of this 
document for further discussion).   
 
Based on the discussions above, potential impacts on open space, easements and community 
recreation areas are considered less than significant.  
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
J.4:  The proposed bicycle path implements a recreational and circulation facility planned in the 
General Plan, the City’s Capital Improvement Program and the Chico Urban Area Bicycle Plan There 
would be no impact. 
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
 
 
K. Public Services:  Will the project or its related 

activities have an effect upon or result in a 
need for altered governmental services in any 
of the following areas: 

 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 
 

No 
Impact 

 
1.  Fire protection? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
2.    Police protection? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
3.    Schools? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
4.    Parks and recreation facilities? (See Section J 

Open Space/Recreation) 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
5.    Maintenance of public facilities, including roads, 

canals, etc.? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
6.   Other government services? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The project site is located within the city limits, adjacent to existing roadways and developments. 
The Chico Fire Department serves the project site and surrounding parcels. As described in Section 
F, Hazards/Hazardous Materials, of this study, East 20th Street Community Park and the project 
site are located within the service area of Fire Station Four.  
 
The Chico Police Department (CPD) serves the incorporated portion of the City’s planning area. The 
CPD is responsible for enforcing State laws and City ordinances in the area of the project site.  
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The project site is located within the Chico Unified School District. The proposed improvements 
would improve access to area schools including Chapman Elementary School and Marsh Junior High 
School. 
 
K.1 – K.2, K4 – K.6:  The proposed project would not require additional firefighting equipment nor 
any additional fire or police personnel. Once completed, the project would likely require routine, 
yet minimal, maintenance in order to maintain design details. As described in Section H, Land Use 
and Planning, of this study, the proposed facilities are consistent with both the Chico Urban Area 
Bicycle Plan and the General Plan.  
 
The proposed project would not generate additional demand on public services. Rather the 
proposed improvements are in response to an existing demand for safe and separate, non-
motorized facilities in the project area. The proposed project would not result in a population 
increase within the project area, nor would it result in altered land uses over pre-project 
conditions. 
 
No other governmental services are affected by the project.  As described in the City’s General Plan 
Land Use and Transportation Elements, increased bicycle use, connectivity and safety are beneficial 
objectives that reduce potential impacts caused by population growth and excessive automobile 
use.  Therefore, impacts associated with any changes in the demand on these public services would 
be considered less than significant.   
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
K.3:  No new residences are proposed with this project.  The project would not contribute 
additional students to the local schools and school impact fees would not be required. There is no 
impact to school services.  
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
 
 
 
L. Population and Housing: would the project or 

its related activities: 

 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 
 

No 
Impact  

1.    Induce substantial population growth in an area, 
either directly (for example, by proposing new 
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, 
through extension of roads or other infrastructure)? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
2.   Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, 

necessitating the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
3.  Displace substantial numbers of people, 

necessitating the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
4.    Conflict with General Plan population growth rates 

for its planning areas in conjunction with other 
recently approved development? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
DISCUSSION: 
 
L.1 – L.4: The proposed project would occur within the existing city limits and is predominantly 
located within an existing community park facility. The project would not induce population growth 
directly, as it does not propose the construction of residences or similar land uses.  The proposed 
bicycle and pedestrian facility is not an infrastructure improvement (such as sanitary sewers) that 
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could lead to the area being able to support larger populations than under current conditions. No 
housing units, people or businesses would be temporarily or permanently displaced by the 
proposed project.  The project would not result in access to areas that were once undevelopable 
due to lack of infrastructure.  The project is not considered growth inducing. With regard to 
housing and population, the project would have no impact. 
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
 
 
 
 
M.  Transportation/Circulation Factors:  Will the 

project or its related activities result in: 

 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 
 

No 
Impact 

 
1.    Traffic volumes which exceed established Level of 

Service (LOS) standards on roadway segments or 
at intersections, or which do not meet applicable 
safety standards? Based on  General Plan policies, 
significant impacts would generally result if traffic 
exceeded LOS C on residential streets, LOS D on 
arterial and collector streets/intersections, and 
(under specific circumstances) LOS E in built-out 
areas served by transit. 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
2.   The absence of bikeway facilities in the general 

locations identified in the General Plan, consistent 
with guidelines in the Chico Urban Area Bicycle 
Plan, or failure to meet applicable design 
requirements and safety standards? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
3.     Travel characteristics which are not consistent with 

standards established in the Butte County 
Congestion Management Plan (CMP), or other 
General Plan policies related to Transportation 
Systems Management (TSM)? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
4.    Substantial impact on existing or proposed public 

transit systems including rail and air traffic? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
5.    Effects on existing parking facilities or demand for 

new parking not provided for by the project? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
6.   Increase traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicycles, 

pedestrian or other traffic? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
7.     A change in air traffic patterns, including either an 

increase in traffic levels or a change in location that 
results in substantial safety risks? 

 
 

 
 

  
 

X 

 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Highway 99 forms the eastern boundary of the project site. Other roadways in the vicinity of the 
project site include Humboldt Road, located north of Little Chico Creek and east of Highway 99, and 
Humboldt Avenue, located north of Little Chico Creek and west of Highway 99. An existing bicycle 
path crosses under Highway 99 and connects these two roadways. An existing bridge crossing over 
Little Chico Creek is provided by Bruce Street, located approximately 0.15 miles west of the 
proposed project’s bridge crossing. This bridge also provides vehicle access across the creek. 
Another bicycle path crossing over Little Chico Creek is located 0.45 miles east of the project site, 
off Humboldt Road. East 20th Street is a major arterial south of the proposed project. This 
roadway provides access to the Community Park and Highway 99. Roadways that provide access to 
the terminus of the proposed bicycle path at Chapman Elementary School include East 16th Street, 
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Guill Street and Cleveland Avenue. Public transit within the project vicinity is provided by the Butte 
Regional Transit System (B-line). 
 
As stated previously in the Section H, Land Use and Planning, the project is an identified 
component of the 2007 Chico Urban Area Bicycle Plan (CUBP) and will tie in with the existing City 
bicycle paths. The CUBP was part of a comprehensive bicycle planning effort that began with the 
original 1991 Chico Urban Area Bicycle Plan that later became part of the 1995 Chico Urban Area 
Bicycle Transportation Plan (updated by the Butte County Association of Governments). The City of 
Chico has updated the Plan in 1998, 2002, and most recently in 2007. The 2007 CUBP is a 
continued effort by the City of Chico to assess the needs of bicyclists in the community and to 
assure needed facilities will be provided in the future.  
 
M.1 – M.7:  The proposed project would provide a Class I bike path, thereby improving the 
connectivity of bicycle routes and paths in the area, and is itself an alternative transportation 
facility. Additionally, by providing separate and improved facilities for pedestrians and bicyclists, 
there will be fewer disruptions in the flow of vehicular traffic in the project area.  The installation of 
the proposed facilities is consistent with the County’s Congestion Management Plan and the City’s 
Transportation Systems Management policies.  The proposed project is not expected to require 
additional services from the B-Line. The project is intended to reduce existing hazards by providing 
facilities for bicyclists and pedestrians that are currently lacking.  These facilities would be 
constructed pursuant to relevant safety guidelines identified by Caltrans and the City and are 
intended to improve the existing bicycle network.  The project is consistent with the City’s General 
Plan Transportation and Community Design Elements, the City’s Capital Improvement Program and 
the CUBP.  The project is intended to improve current transportation and circulation conditions, by 
using funds identified for this purpose and in a manner that is consistent with City policies.  
 
The project does not include any development (housing, commercial, etc.) that would create new 
vehicular trips, nor increase demand on parking facilities. The proposed improvements are 
intended to improve bicycle and pedestrian circulation in the area. Lastly, the project would not 
result in changes to air traffic patterns. The project would result in no impact to 
transportation/circulation factors. 
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
 
 
 
N. Utilities:  Will the project or its related 

activities have an effect upon or result in a 
need for new systems or substantial 
alterations to the following utilities: 

 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 
 

No 
Impact 

 
1.    Water for domestic use and fire protection? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
2. Natural gas, electricity, telephone, or other 

communications? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
3.    Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the 

applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
4.   Require or result in the construction of new water 

or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of 
existing facilities, the construction of which could 
cause significant environmental effects? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
5.   Require or result in the construction of new storm 

water drainage facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
6.   Have sufficient water supplies available to serve 

the project from existing entitlements and 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 
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resources, or are new or expanded entitlements 
needed? 

 
7. Result in a determination by the wastewater 

treatment provider which serves or may serve the 
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the 
project’s projected demand in addition to the 
provider’s existing commitments? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
8. Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted 

capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste 
disposal needs? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
9.  Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and 

regulations related to solid waste? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
DISCUSSION: 
 
N.1 – N.4, N.6 – N.9:  The proposed project would not result in the need for new water lines, 
natural gas, electricity, telephone or other communications in the vicinity.  There would be no new 
wastewater discharges associated with the implementation of this project.  The project would not 
result in increased demands on water treatment facilities.  The proposed project does not include 
uses that require new water services.  The project does not propose a land use that would result in 
increased demands on wastewater treatment or landfill capacity.   Therefore, there would be no 
impact to these utilities. 
 
MITIGATION: None required. 
 
N.5:  As described in the Biological Resources, Geology/Soils and Hydrology/Water Quality 
Sections of this study, potential impacts to water quality and quantity would be avoided by 
adhering to pertinent local, state and federal guidelines and through the implementation of 
appropriate BMPs.  The City will adhere to the SWAP and grading standards identified in Chico 
Municipal Code Section 16R.22. The City’s Storm Water Management Program (SWAP) implements 
storm water requirements of the Federal Clean Water Act.  It provides an overall storm water 
management program, which identifies appropriate actions and BMPs. The drainage plan requires 
adherence to the City’s NPDES Phase II Program, including implementation of appropriate BMPs.  
The project would not result in increased demand on existing stormwater facilities.  Adhering to the 
appropriate federal, state and local guidelines, as identified in this document, would result in the 
project generating less than significant impacts. 
 
MITIGATION: None required.  
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5. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE: 
 
Pursuant to Section 15382 of the State CEQA Guidelines, a project shall be found to have a 
significant effect on the environment if any of the following are true: 
 
 
 

 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 
Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 
 

No 
Impact  

A.  The project has the potential to degrade the quality 
of the environment, substantially reduce the 
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or 
wildlife population to drop below self sustaining 
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, reduce the number or restrict the 
range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or 
eliminate important examples of the major periods 
of California history or prehistory. 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
 

 
B.   The project has possible environmental effects 

which are individually limited but cumulatively 
considerable. (Cumulatively considerable means 
that the incremental effects of an individual project 
are considerable when viewed in connection with 
the effects of past, current and probable future 
projects. 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
C.  The environmental effects of a project will cause 

substantial adverse effects on human beings, either 
directly or indirectly. 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 
DISCUSSION: 
 
3.A:  Construction activities could generate temporary fugitive dust and ozone precursor 
emissions, thus contributing incrementally to air quality degradation. Mitigation Measure B.1 would 
reduce potential air quality impacts to levels considered less than significant.   
 
The project site is located within a “park” biotic community, which is described as open space areas 
that are predominantly landscaped. Vegetation in these areas includes large expanses of turf with 
non-native tree species as well as landscaped areas. Because of the non-native cover and frequent 
human disturbance (noise and human intrusion), wildlife usage is low and includes those species 
which readily adapt to non-native vegetation and tolerate regular disturbance. No special status 
species are associated with “park” habitats; these areas provide only limited value as wildlife 
habitat. Therefore, project-related activities do not have the potential to impact biological 
resources, including special-status species.  
 
Presently undiscovered archaeological resources could be impacted as a result of the project.  The 
City’s Standard Mitigation and Monitoring Program, as set forth in the Best Practices Technical 
Manual, for cultural resources, including undiscovered human remains, would maintain impacts at a 
less than significant level. The proposed project does not have the potential to significantly alter 
drainage patterns on site.  Adherence to the City’s SWAP, including implementation of BMPs during 
grading, will ensure that sediment transport and other water quality impacts are maintained at less 
than significant levels.  Implementation of the listed mitigation measures, Standard Mitigation and 
Monitoring Programs and adherence to all other applicable local, state and federal regulations, as 
identified in this document, would result in the project having less than significant impacts with 
mitigation incorporated. 
 
3.B – 3.C:  The project proposes the construction of bicycle path facilities in an area where a 
deficiency currently exists.  The project is consistent with guidelines set forth in the City’s General 
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Plan, Capital Improvement Program, and Municipal Code and implements a segment of the Chico 
Urban Area Bicycle Plan (CUBP).    
 
As discussed in Section H, Land Use and Planning, of this study, the Transportation Element and 
Community Design Element of the City’s General Plan sets forth a series of policies pertaining to 
bicycle and pedestrian facilities against which the proposed project can be evaluated. 
 

• Transportation Element 
o T-G-1: “Develop a system of sidewalks and bikeways…” 
o T-G-2: “Provide safe and direct pedestrian routes and bikeways…” 
o T-G-6: “Plan and design pedestrian facilities to meet the needs of disabled persons.” 
o T-I-3: “Make bikeway improvements a funding priority by…” 
o T-I-4: “Implement the bikeway plan by…” 
o T-I-12: “Increase bicycle safety by…” 

• Community Design Element 
o CD-G-12: “Open up creeks to public view and access.” 
o CD-G-13: “Extend the amenity value of the creeks.” 
o CD-G-14: “…diminish the barrier effect of creeks…Bridges should be designed for 

bikes and pedestrians.” 
o CD-G-30: “Improve the physical linkages to…Bidwell Park through creek crossings, 

trails, and other bicycle and pedestrian improvements.” 
 
Consistency with the City’s General Plan and General Plan EIR, the Best Practices Technical Manual, 
the Chico Municipal Code, the Capital Improvement Program, the CUBP and the Caltrans Highway 
Design Manual ensure that the project would result in beneficial improvements where current 
deficiencies have been identified.  Compliance with local, state and federal guidelines, as noted in 
this document, will ensure that the project does not significantly contribute to cumulative 
environmental impacts.   
 
With the incorporation of mitigation measures and through adherence to pertinent local, state and 
federal regulations, as identified in this document, the project would not result in direct or indirect 
adverse effects on human beings.   
 
The project will be required to adhere to existing regulations, conditions of approval and mitigation 
measures, as set forth in this document.  In addition, the proposed bicycle path would implement a 
segment of the CUBP, which was prepared in consultation with local, regional and state-wide 
policies and plans.  Increased bicycle use in the community has been identified as a means to avoid 
or reduce environmental impacts generated by increased urbanization.  The proposed bike path 
would not result in direct or indirect significant environmental impacts.  The proposed bike path 
would be designed and constructed according to Caltrans, UBC/CBC and City of Chico design 
standards.  Thus, cumulative environmental effects and adverse effects on humans would be less 
than significant.  
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NRCS, Natural Resources Conservation Service. Web Soil Survey, 2.0. National Cooperative Soil 

Survey, USDA. http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/  
 

Note:  The above referenced information is available for public review at the City of Chico Capital 
Project Services Department, 411 Main Street, Chico, California, 2nd Floor, or at the identified 
webpage. 
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